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Dear Sir: 

Applicant hereby retjuesii the review of this ca.<!e by a Group Director. 

This case was on appeal and Appellant's Brief was filed on July 3, 2003. Now soirie four 
months later, the Examiner has roopcncd prosecution but apparently based on the claims as previously 
finally rejected even though there was a previously filed amendment, filed March 22, 2003. That was 
denied entry hecau?5e it allegedly rai.sed new i.'j.'sues. In addition a proposed amendment curing only the 
1 12 rejections was filed with the brief, but from the nature of the new rejection, it also has apparently 
not been entered. If the EAamincr is going to be permitted to reopen prosecution, the amendment filed 
March 22, 2003 should be entered to avoid further dragging out of the prosecution. Applicant does not 
object to the reopening of the prosecution, but the Examiner can not pick and choose what form the 
claims will l)e acted on. If" the. final rejection is withdrawn, applicants amendment of March 22, 2003 
must be entered as a matter of right. 
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Also it is most respectfully submitted that the Examiner's rcjcctionf! now made still do not 
point oul in any real dccail how rlie references meet the rejected claims. That is the "related rotary 
TTiachine" of even the broadest claim 1 is nol met by the position sensor of the newly cited refcrcucc 
and that position sensor clearly is not a "hydraulic pump as set out in claim 26. 
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